
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE2490 December 8, 2003
anthropologist Dr. Jane Goodall, former Am-
bassador Thomas Graham, and Mr. Michael 
Douglas, actor and U.N. Messenger of Peace. 
In his remarks, Mr. Douglas stressed that not 
only Americans, but all people on the planet, 
are faced with enormous challenges to our se-
curity and survival which can only be effec-
tively met through international cooperation. 
He reminded us that we are tasked with ‘‘en-
suring bio-diversity and ending the destruction 
of thousands of species; reversing the deple-
tion of fishing stocks; controlling ocean dump-
ing; preventing ozone depletion; halting global 
warming; controlling and eliminating terrorism 
and weapons of mass destruction; fighting 
pandemic diseases; ending the tragedy of 
crushing poverty and lack of clean drinking 
water; and addressing crises arising from 
failed states. No nation or even a small group 
of nations can succeed in addressing these 
issues alone.’’ 

Jonathan Granoff, who helped organize our 
Task Force event here in Washington as 
President of the Global Security Institute 
(GSI), also attended the Summit of the Nobel 
Peace Laureates in Rome as a representative 
of the International Peace Bureau, a Nobel 
Peace Laureate organization.

The Summit took place from the 27 to 30 
November 2003. It was convened upon invita-
tion by Mikhail Gorbachev and Walter Veltroni, 
Mayor of the City of Rome. The following 
Nobel Peace Laureates—individuals and orga-
nizations—participated in the Summit: The XIV 
Dalai Lama Tenzin Gyatso, Mikhail Gorba-
chev, Mairead Corrigan Maguire, Shimon 
Peres, Joseph Rotblat (represented by Pro-
fessor Robert Hinde), Oscar Arias Sanchez, 
Lech Walesa, Betty Williams, Jody Williams, 
American Friends Service Committee, Am-
nesty International, Doctors Without Borders, 
International Campaign to Ban Landmines, 
International Labour Organization, Inter-
national Peace Bureau, International Physi-
cians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, Inter-
national Law Institute, Pugwash Conferences, 
Quakers Peace and Social Witness, United 
Nations, United Nations Children’s Fund, 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refu-
gees, and United Nations Peace Keeping 
Forces. 

The theme of the gathering was ‘‘Ethics and 
Policy.’’ It is a subject we discuss often in this 
chamber as we apply policies to our domestic 
affairs. It is also needed, perhaps even more 
so, in international affairs. For this reason, I 
would like to submit the Final Statement of the 
Summit into our record for your review and 
consideration:
ETHICS AND POLICY—4TH GLOBAL SUMMIT OF 

NOBEL PEACE LAUREATES ROME, 
CAMPIDOGLIO, NOVEMBER 30, 2003 

FINAL STATEMENT 
We are the first generation making deci-

sions that will determine whether we will be 
the last generation. We have an ethical re-
sponsibility to future generations to ensure 
that we are not passing on a future of wars 
and ecological catastrophe. For policies to 
be in the interest of humanity, they must be 
based on ethical values. 

We express our profound anxiety that cur-
rent policies are not creating a sufficiently 
secure and stable world for all. For this rea-
son, we need to reset our course based on 
strong ethical foundations. 

Compassion and conscience are essential to 
our humanity and compel us to care for one 
another. Cooperation amongst nations, 
multilateralism, is the logical outgrowth of 

this principle. A more equitable inter-
national order based on the rule of law is its 
needed expression. 

We reiterate our conviction that inter-
national politics need to be reformed to ad-
dress effectively three critical challenges: 
ending wars and violence, eliminating pov-
erty, and saving the environment. 

We call upon everyone to join us in work-
ing to replace the culture of war with a cul-
ture of peace. Let us ensure that no child is 
ever again exposed to the horrors of war. 

Recent events, such as the escalation of 
the conflict in the Middle East, bloodshed in 
Afghanistan, Iraq and Chechnya, as well as 
in parts of Africa and Latin America, con-
firm that problems with deep economic, so-
cial, cultural or religious roots cannot be re-
solved unilaterally or by armed force. 

International terrorism is a threat to 
peace. Multilateral cooperation and the pro-
motion of human rights under the rule of law 
are essential to address terrorism and its un-
derlying sources. 

The threat of weapons of mass destruction 
remains with us. We call for an immediate 
end to the newly resurgent arms race, which 
is being fueled by a failure to universally 
ratify a treaty banning nuclear testing, and 
by doctrines that lower the threshold of use 
and promote the creation of new nuclear 
weapons. This is particularly dangerous 
when coupled with the doctrine of pre-
emption. 

For some to say that nuclear weapons are 
good for them but not for others is simply 
not sustainable. The failure of the nuclear 
weapons states to abide by their legal pledge 
to negotiate the elimination of nuclear 
weapons, contained in the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, is the greatest stimulus 
to their proliferation. 

Nuclear weapons are immoral and we call 
for their universal legal prohibition. They 
must be eliminated before they eliminate 
humanity. 

We support the treaty to ban landmines 
and call for effective agreements to limit 
conventional weapons and arms trade. 

Trillions of dollars have been spent since 
the end of the Cold War in developing mili-
tary approaches to security. Yet, the daily 
lives of billions remain bereft of adequate 
health care, clean water, food and the bene-
fits of education. These needs must be met. 

Humanity has developed sophisticated 
technologies for destruction. Appropriate so-
cial and human technologies based on co-
operation are needed for survival.

The international community has a proven 
tool, the universality of the United Nations. 
Its work can and must be improved and this 
can be done without undermining its core 
principles. 

We assert that unconditional adherence to 
international law is essential. Of course, law 
is a living institution that can change and 
grow to meet new circumstances. But, the 
principles that govern international rela-
tions must not be ignored or violated. 

Ethics in the relations between nations 
and in government policies is of paramount 
importance. Nations must treat other na-
tions as they wish to be treated. The most 
powerful nations must remember that as 
they do, so shall others do. 

Economic hardship is often the result of 
corruption and lack of business ethics, both 
internationally and locally. Through uti-
lizing more effective ethical codes of conduct 
the business community can contribute to 
protecting the environment and eliminating 
poverty. This is both a practical and moral 
necessity. 

The scientific community could serve 
human interests more fully by affirmatively 
adopting the ethical principle of doing no 
harm. 

The international community has recently 
recognized the importance of establishing an 
ethical framework. Leaders of States issued 
the Millennium Declaration at the United 
Nations and set forth common values of free-
dom, equality, solidarity, tolerance, respect 
for nature and shared responsibility. From 
these values, a plan to address sustainable 
development and poverty, the Millennium 
Development Goals, emerged. We urge all to 
join in implementation of these goals and 
prevent any retreat from specific commit-
ments. Moreover, we share the principles of 
the Earth Charter and urge governments at 
all levels to support this important docu-
ment. 

For globalization to enhance sustainable 
development, the international community 
needs to establish more democratic, trans-
parent, and accountable forms of govern-
ance. We advocate extending the benefits of 
democracy and self governance but this goal 
cannot be achieved through coercion or 
force. 

After a special session, the Nobel Peace 
Prize Winners have agreed that the death 
penalty is a particularly cruel and unusual 
punishment that should be abolished. It is 
especially unconscionable when imposed on 
children. 

We affirm the unity of the human family. 
Our diversity is an enrichment, not a danger. 
Through dialogue we gain appreciation of 
the value of our differences. Our capacity to 
work together as a community of peoples 
and nations is the strongest antidote to vio-
lence and our reason for hope. 

Our commitment to serve the cause of 
peace compels us to continue working indi-
vidually and together on this path. We urge 
you to join us.

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER U.S. SEN-
ATOR PETE WILLIAMS OF NEW 
JERSEY 

HON. RUSH D. HOLT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 8, 2003

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, thousands, even 
millions, of American workers today have their 
fingers, eyesight, even their lives because of 
the legislative work of former U.S. Senator 
Harrison ‘‘Pete’’ Williams of New Jersey. They 
will never know who they are. 

Millions of Americans have adequate retire-
ment pensions or health care coverage be-
cause of the legislative work of Sen. Williams. 
They don’t remember Pete Williams when they 
open their monthly benefits checks. 

As the author and champion of landmark 
legislation, Pete Williams gave the country the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA), 
which is the single most important step in 
workplace safety in history, and he created the 
Employee Benefit Retirement and Income Se-
curity Act (ERISA) which helped guarantee 
minimum benefits for all working Americans. 

Two years ago, former Senator Williams, 
who would have been 84 years old this week, 
died. He was retired after 4 years in this body 
and almost 24 years in the U.S. Senate. Since 
his death, neither body has given appropriate 
recognition to him and his contributions to 
America. A cloud has obscured his many 
great contributions.

Pete Williams fought for a wide range of 
landmark laws to improve the quality of life for 
average Americans. As a member and long-
time chair of the Committee on Labor and 
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Human Resources in the other body across 
the Capitol, he brought forth the Coal Mine 
and Health Safety Act; increases in the min-
imum wage in 1966, 1974, and 1977; the Vo-
cational Rehabilitation the Alcohol Rehabilita-
tion Act; legislation preventing discrimination 
against pregnant workers; legislation pre-
venting age discrimination; the Migrant Labor 
Health Act; legislation for special education; 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 
1972; legislation for college tuition assistance 
for needy students; legislation protecting the 
rights of workers to organize; and Meals on 
Wheels. Let me repeat: many of these are 
landmarks in American history. And that is not 
all; Pete Williams also produced legislation 
providing elderly housing, open space, arts 
funding, and marine mammal protection, and 
he led or contributed to many other laws. As 
my colleagues here know, it is customary for 
the President to give a pen from an important 
bill signing to each legislator who played a sig-
nificant role in the bill. Pete Williams had sev-
enty Presidential pens. 

As a young man working in the Senate, I 
first watched Senator Williams debate the 
1964 Civil Rights Act and was impressed by 
his intellect and sincerity, qualities that defined 
his work as a United States Senator. 

Sometimes called the ‘‘Voice for the Voice-
less,’’ Pete Williams spoke for many Ameri-
cans who never knew him—never even knew 
of him. He did not need to work on the Mi-
grant Labor Act; not many of those farm work-
ers voted. He thought of those without privi-
lege. He created the first standing sub-
committee on aging and the first standing 
committee on issues related to physical dis-
abilities. I noticed back in 1963 and 1964 that 
Senator Williams was a man who paid atten-
tion to those who were sometimes invisible to 
others like him—the cafeteria workers, the 
pages, the elevator operators, the support 
staff. He was not a showboat, although New 
Jerseyans were so devoted to him that he was 
reelected with acclaim for four terms. In fact, 
he was the only Democrat in the state up to 
that time to be re-elected to the Senate. 

But he was not to be the ‘‘Senator for life’’ 
as he was sometimes called. In his fourth term 
in the U.S. Senate, he was implicated, along 
with six members of this body, in the so-called 
Abscam bribery sting and resigned under a 
cloud and served time in prison. His col-
leagues and historians have not known how to 
remember this man, how to tell his com-
plicated story, how to commemorate his leg-
acy—a legacy that includes what is one of the 
greatest legislative records for the benefit of 
Americans. 

Fighting expulsion from the Senate, Senator 
Williams averred his innocence and main-
tained that ‘‘time, history and Almighty God 
[would] vindicate’’ him. I hope historians will 
find the way to do justice to this man and his 
work. 

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan described 
his friend and colleague Sen. Pete Williams as 
‘‘thoughtful, decent, and determined in all he 
did.’’ Many colleagues wondered how sad a 
man could fall from grace. One might try to 
blame judgment weakened by alcohol or per-
haps overzealous or dishonest federal agents 
or simple political vindictiveness. His is a cau-
tionary tale for anyone in elective office or 
public service. The lesson is that there are al-
ways those who would take advantage of 
one’s weaknesses. Pete Williams, author of 

the Vocational Rehabilitation Act and the Alco-
hol Rehabilitation Act, learned that there was 
no political rehabilitation act for him. But there 
is a more positive lesson, too; one person who 
works hard and shows compassion for others 
can improve the lives of others. History should 
not lose that more positive lesson of the ca-
reer of Senator Pete Willams.

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2417, 
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION 
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004

SPEECH OF 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 20, 2003

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to one provision of the conference report 
before us today, which causes me to vote 
against the entire measure. 

This legislation authorizes classified 
amounts in fiscal year 2004 for 14 U.S. intel-
ligence agencies and intelligence-related ac-
tivities of the U.S. government—including the 
CIA and the National Security Agency, as well 
as foreign intelligence activities of the Defense 
Department, the FBI, the State Department, 
the Homeland Security Department, and other 
agencies. H.R. 2417 covers CIA and general 
intelligence operations, including signals intel-
ligence, clandestine human-intelligence pro-
grams and analysis, and covert action capa-
bilities. It also authorizes covert action pro-
grams, research and development, and 
projects to improve information dissemination. 
All of these are important and vital programs, 
which I support. 

I am voting against this measure today, 
however, to draw attention to a provision 
which I believe should have been the subject 
of more rigorous congressional analysis than 
merely an up-or-down vote as part of a larger 
conference agreement. This measure expands 
the definition of ‘‘financial institution’’ to pro-
vide enhanced authority for intelligence com-
munity collection activities designed to pre-
vent, deter and disrupt terrorism and espio-
nage directed against the United States and to 
enhance foreign intelligence efforts. Banks, 
credit unions and other financial institutions 
currently are required to provide certain finan-
cial data to investigators generally without a 
court order or grand jury subpoena. The con-
ference agreement expands the list to include 
car dealers, pawnbrokers, travel agents, casi-
nos and other businesses. 

This provision allows the U.S. government 
to have, through use of ‘‘National Security Let-
ters,’’ greater access to a larger universe of in-
formation that goes beyond traditional financial 
records, but is nonetheless crucial in tracking 
terrorist finances or espionage activities. Cur-
rent law permits the FBI to use National Secu-
rity Letters to obtain financial records from de-
fined financial institutions for foreign intel-
ligence investigations. While not subject to 
court approval, the letters nonetheless have to 
be approved by a senior government official. 
The PATRIOT Act earlier had altered the 
standard for financial records that could be 
subject to National Security Letters to include 
the records of someone ‘‘sought for’’ an inves-
tigation, not merely of the ‘‘target’’ of an inves-
tigation. 

While this new provision of law included in 
the conference report does not amend the PA-
TRIOT Act, I agree with the six Senators who 
recently wrote to the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee and asked them not to move ahead 
with such a significant expansion of the FBI’s 
investigatory powers without further review. As 
they stated, public hearings, public debate and 
legislative protocol are essential in legislation 
involving the privacy rights of Americans. As a 
member of the House Financial Services 
Committee, I am concerned that these new 
provisions of law could be used to seize per-
sonal financial records that traditionally have 
been protected by financial privacy laws. The 
rush to judgment following the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, led to the rapid enactment of 
the PATRIOT Act, a measure which has 
caused substantial concerns among many 
Americans who value our constitutionally-pro-
tected liberties. Now that we are able to legis-
late in this area with a lessened sense of ur-
gency, I urge my colleagues to step back and 
return this provision of H.R. 2417 to com-
mittee, where it can undergo the rigors of the 
normal legislative process so that Congress, 
and all Americans, can pass an informed judg-
ment upon its merit.

f 

REMEMBERING PEARL HARBOR 

HON. STEVEN R. ROTHMAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 8, 2003

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, 62 years ago 
yesterday, our nation was suddenly attacked 
by the Imperial Japanese Naval Forces and 
drawn into World War II. This unprovoked act 
of war killed 2,338 military personnel and civil-
ians, and wounded 1,178. The attacks sank or 
heavily damaged 21 ships and destroyed or 
damaged 323 aircraft. December 7, 1941 is a 
date which continues to live in infamy. 

Mr. Speaker, the brave servicemen and 
women who served that day are responsible 
for our presence here today. Sadly, on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, this nation tragically experi-
enced another Pearl Harbor whereupon our 
nation again sacrificed innocent Americans 
who woke up that morning, entirely unaware 
that they would never see their loved ones 
again. During that most difficult time we drew 
strength and courage from those who served 
this great nation before and from the leaders 
who led this great nation through our darkest 
hours. 

On December 8, 1941, President Franklin 
Roosevelt addressed the nation and declared, 
‘‘no matter how long it may take us to over-
come this premeditated invasion, the Amer-
ican people, in their righteous might, will win 
through to absolute victory.’’ These are words 
that ring true today. On a day when many 
Americans feared for our nation, FDR’s words 
of confidence, determination, and purpose did 
indeed carry this nation to absolute victory. 
Those same words will carry this nation to ab-
solute victory once again as our brave men 
and women of the armed services are sta-
tioned in and around Iraq and Afghanistan 
fighting to preserve our freedom, security and 
democracy. Like those who served before, we 
are forever grateful for their courageous and 
heroic acts and we will never forget their sac-
rifices. 
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